U.S. Application No. 10/684,650, filed October 14, 2003 
Attorney Docket No. 142 1 1US02 
Response dated August 8, 2008 

In Response to Office Action mailed April 8, 2008 

REMARKS 

Claims 1 1-28 are pending. Claims 1 1-28 stand rejected. 

Applicant has amended claim 22 to correct a typographical error. In particular, Applicant 
replaced "covert" with --convert-. 

Claims 11-28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over United States 
Patent No. 6,026,1 19 ("the Funk patent") in view of United States Patent No. 5,896,574 ("the Bass 
patent"). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection as set forth below. 

Although Applicant will dispose of the Bass patent as prior art for the reasons as set forth 
below thereby addressing the rejection of claims 11-28, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
Examiner offer a better explanation as to why, for example, claim 22 is rejected based, at least in 
part, on the Funk patent. 

Claim 22 recites, in part 

a down converter arranged to convert RF communication signals to IF communication 
signals; 

a first IF bandpass filter capable of passing a first band of frequencies; and 
a second IF bandpass filter capable of passing a second band of frequencies different 
from the first band of frequencies. 

The Examiner in the Office Action at page 6 alleges that at least these elements are 
disclosed in the Funk patent at col 3, line 61 - col 4, line 19; col 4, line 48 - col 5, line 37; and 
col 6, lines 6-48 . Honestly, Applicant is at a loss as to how the Examiner is supporting the rejection 
of claim 22 with the above-identified citations to the Funk patent. 



1. Please identify where a filter is even mentioned in the Funk patent at col. 3, line 
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61 - col. 4, line 19; col. 4, line 48 - col. 5, line 37; and col. 6, lines 6-48. 

2. Please identify where a second filter is even mentioned in the Funk patent at col. 
3, line 61 - col. 4, line 19; col. 4, line 48 - col. 5, line 37; and col. 6, lines 6-48. 

3. Please identify where conversion takes place from RF communication signals to 
IF communication signals in the Funk patent at col. 3, line 61 - col. 4, line 19; col. 4, line 48 - 
col. 5, line 37; and col. 6, lines 6-48. 

With regard to disposing of the Bass patent as prior art, the Bass patent has a filing date of 
October 9, 1996. The present application is at least a continuation of United States Application No. 
08/973,195, filed March 6, 2000, now issued United States Patent No. 6,697,415 Bl, which, in turn, 
is a national phase application of PCT International Application No. PCT/US/96/09474, filed June 
3, 1996. Thus, the present application can claim priority to at least June 3, 1996, thereby antedating 
the Bass patent. Accordingly, using the Bass patent filing date of October 9, 1996, the Bass patent 
is not prior art with respect to the present application. 

For at least the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the obviousness rejection 
based on at least the Bass patent cannot be maintained. 

It is therefore respectfully requested that the obviousness rejection be withdrawn with 
respect to claims 1 1-28. 

Applicant does not necessarily agree or disagree with the Examiner's characterization of 
the documents made of record, either alone or in combination, or the Examiner's characterization 
of recited claim elements. Furthermore, Applicant respectfully reserves the right to argue the 
characterization of the documents of record, either alone or in combination, to argue what is 
allegedly well known, allegedly obvious or allegedly disclosed, or the characterization of the 
recited claim elements should that need arise in the future. 
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With respect to the present application, Applicant hereby rescinds any disclaimer of 
claim scope made in the parent application or any predecessor or related application. The 
Examiner is advised that any previous disclaimer of claim scope, if any, and the alleged prior art 
that it was made to allegedly avoid, may need to be revisited. Nor should a disclaimer of claim 
scope, if any, in the present application be read back into any predecessor or related application. 

In view of at least the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the pending claims 11- 
28 are in condition for allowance. Should anything remain in order to place the present 
application in condition for allowance, the Examiner is kindly invited to contact the undersigned 
at the below-listed telephone number. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees, to charge any fee 
deficiencies or to credit any overpayments to the deposit account of McAndrews, Held & 
Malloy, Account No. 13-0017. 

Date: August 8, 2008 Respectfully submitted, 



/Michael T. Cruz/ 
Michael T. Cruz 
Reg. No. 44,636 

Mc ANDREWS, HELD & MALLOY, LTD. 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3400 
Chicago, Illinois 60661 
Telephone: (312) 775-8000 
Facsimile: (312)775-8100 
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